
Friday, October 17 2003 

Cornmissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays. and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record lV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie. send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative. or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely. 

Scott Faulkner 
6523 21st Ave NE, #3 
Seattle, WA 98115 
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October 16, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federa Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d!gltal blevlsbn As a 
consumer and citlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmata 
adaprlon a( D N  

A robust campetitbe mark t  for consumer electronti  rnuat be ro&d In manuhcturen' ablllty to lnnomte for thelr 
eustomen Allawlng mwle studlos to veto leatun9 d DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the atudlos to tell technologlsb 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necersarlly rellect what consumen I l k  me 
actually m n t ,  and k could result In me belng charged more money 101 Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcastllag mandate, I would actually be less I l ! d y  to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmR my rlghtn at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgtel televlslon Thank you 7nr your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Robert Flelscher 
I19 Nashua Rd 
Groton, MA 01450 
USA 
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October 16, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I vdould llke to Inform you of my strong opposttlon to a Ftt-mandated or mnethned practke of Broadcast Flag technology 
for dlgtsl telwlslon I strongly belleve that thls pollcy Is certpln to be detrlmenta for tachnologlGal Innovetlon, consumer 
rlghts and adoptlon of dlgttal televlslon 

A robust, competktde market tor COnsumef eleetronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllrty to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allawlng movle studlos to veto features of DlV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to lell technologlrts 
what n w  produch they can create Thlr wlll result In products that don't necessarlly retlect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnterlorfunetlonallh/ 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast tlag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkaly to make an Investment In DTV-capable recskera 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay mora for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the beha4 of Hollvwnod Please do not mandate 
brOadCa4 tlag technology for dlgtal telwlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely 

Davld Klelner 
509 Central Ave 10 
Mountdn vlew CA 94043 
USA 
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October 16,2003 

Commilmonrr Michael I C o p  
F e d 4  Cmunicationo Comn!jmoion 
445 1'2th StreeG NW 
Washmaton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Coppo, 

I am wri% to voice my oppomtion to nny FCC-mandated adDption of "tuondcsst flag tcchnoloey for di@ tclev+iom & a c ~ ~ u m s r  
and Citkn. I feel stmngly that mch a polioy would be bnd for irmovstinn, c m m  W b ,  d the ulthate adoption of D'W 

A robust, competitive market for c o m e r  electmnici must be rooted in manufaotunn' ability to innovate for their cultmen Auowity 
movie studios to veto feameu of DTV-rcccption equipment dl a b l e  the rtudio, to tell technclogini what new producb they CM 

create 'Ihk will r e d t  in products that dcm't necesBdy reflect what c o m a  We me a c t d y  want, and it coald r e d  in me beitq 
charged more money for inferior hylctionality 

If  Ule FCC bousu a broadcmt flag mandate, I would a c W y  be lesi ljkely to mplre M inveotment in DiV-capable receivm and othar 
equipment I will not pay more for dcvicei that limit my ri&u at the behest of Hollywood Pltnse do not mandate broadcart tlq 
technology for &tal televiuion Thank you for your time 

sincerely, 

Jardin Knre 
908 l5thAve East 
Seattle, WA98112 
USA 



Octobcr 16,2003 

Cmnminri- Mbhnel J C a p s  
Fed& CommUniCntionn C0mmird.m 
445 12th Smet, NW 
Wpihingtan, D C 20554 

Dear Michncl Copps, 

I m wri% to voice my oppooition to m y  FCC-mmdntcd adoption of "broadcP.t hg tecludogy for et.1 telcvikn Al a connuner 
and citizm. I feel stronglr that pUch n policy would be bad for innovation. c o m e r  right#. md the ulrimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer eledmnics mlut be rooted in mmufaahlrrn' ability to innovnta for their oultmnm Wowiq 
movie 
create Thia will redt  m product# that dcm't n c c c i n d y  rendct whnt c ~ l ~ l c n  like me nchrnuy want. md it could r c d t  in me b.+ 
charged more money for inferior h c t i d i y  

If the FCC innuen a broadcnui ilag m d t e ,  I would nctunUy bo l c n i  &ly to mnka M mveltment in Dn-cnpnble rccmvm md other 
equiprnmt I sill not pay more for device# that limit my rlghu at thc behelt of Hollywood Please do not mmdnte broadcnrt ilag 
technology for d@td television T h d  you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Wesley Cnrr 
22 Hplnrd Avc 
Providence, RI 02906 
USA 

to veto featurea of DTV-rcccptim equipment wLU mble the ~ t ~ t 2 . b ~  to tell tmohnologita what new producb they CM 
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October 17, 2003 

Comrmssioner Michiel J. Copps 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washingon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnttng to voice my opposiaon to my FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flat technology for dptd 
televlsion. As I consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that ouch a policywould be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulbmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve m a r k t  for consumer electromcs must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to mnovate for 
their customers. Allowing mowe s tudor  to veto features of DTV-recepbon equpment wll enable the studos to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This WU result m products that don't necesrady reflect 
what consumecs like me actudy wmt, and i t  could result in me being chacged more money for mfenor 
funcbonality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudly be less h M y  to mnke an mvcstment m DTV-capable 
receivers m d  other equipment. I d not pay more for devices that h t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgtal television. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Nathan Schubert 
RR 2 Box 343C 
Millerstoum, PA 17062 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppostlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal telwlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innwatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DlV 

A robust, compettbe market for eoniumer electronics must be rented In manuheturen' ablllty to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Al lwlng movle studlos to veto haturer ol DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studloi to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In produch that don't necessrrlly relied what consumers I l k  me 
actually want. and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnhrlor funetlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be leis Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelven 
and Other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlcea that IlmIt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal telwlslon Thank you for your t h e  

slncerely, 

Joseph Gallo 
3985 Murry Hlghlands Clr 
Murrysvllle, PA I5668 
USA 
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October ?7,  2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposttlon to 0ny FCC-mandated sdoptlon of "broadcast ring" technology for dlgltal telavlsbn As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such 0 pollcy would be bad for Innovptlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlan a( O N  

A robust. competnbe market tor consumer electronics mutt be rooted In manutacturen' abllny to Innovate for thelr 
customers AllOWlng mwle rtudlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the stud109 to tell technologlsm 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necersarlly reflect what consumers I l k  me 
actually want, and n could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlorrunctlonalny 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkdy to make an Investment In DN-capable racehrs 
and Other equlpment I wlll not pay mora for dwIceB tnat llmtt my rlghts at the behest of Hollpwod Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgtlal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Man Maurano 
640 Wlndsor Dive 
Menlo Park, CA 94025 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlarlon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCt-mandated sdoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgttel televlslon As a 
consumer end cklzen, I feel strongly that such a polley w u l d  be bad (or Innovltlon. consumer rlahts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

L\ robust, competlthre market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutectunrs' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng rnovle studloi to veto features or DN-receptlon equlpment WIII enable the studlos to tell technologlsb 
what new products they can create Thlr wlll result In pmduch that don't necetrarlly reflect what consumers I l k  me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for lnhrbr 7unetlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less l l k l y  to make an Investment In ON-capable recehren 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest or Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology ror dlgltal telwlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Kevln Ruse 
251 Mercer Street Room 311 
New York, NY 10012 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commiidrmcr Michael J copps 
Federal Communicatiom Cornmbuion 
445 12th Streef NW 
w~lhingt~n, n c 20554 

Dear Michael Coppn, 

1 am Gthg to voice my oppooition to m y  FCC-mmdated adoption of "broadcarf hg technology for &&al television AB a C O W R  

and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovatioh CO-R rights, d the ultimate adoption of D W  

A robust, competitive market for c o m e r  elsatronics m u t  be rooted in manufpcturrn' ability to innovate for their c u r t m m  aUowhg 
movie studios to veto feature8 of DW-reception equipment will a b l e  the studios to tell tcchnclogirts what new producm they c m  
create ~~illnlultinproducbthrtdcmZnecemiptilyreLctwhptcomaliLemc .bunllyw~fanditcouldrcdtinmabeing 
chaged m m  money for infmor func t iodty  

If the FCC issue# B broadcart npB mandate, I would soiually be lass M y  to mnlre an investment in Lri'V-capable rsceivm md 0th~ 
equipment 1 vrlll not pay more for device# that limlt my rightl at the behest of Hollywood Pleare do not mandate broadcan i h g  
technology for digital television Tkm& you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Erik Eykema 
612Weit 115thS.T 
New York, NY 10025 
USA 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

,As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switclung 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative: or record aTV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a cituen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast nag. 

Sincerely, 

Jeremy Garritano 

Greenfield, IN 46140 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a '"broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits o f  switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l  be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new hlqh-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy spedal-purpose DTV devices that  are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient o f  content -. I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibil i ty that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me t o  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. A s  a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Barry Mitchell 
620 W Morningside C t  
Saukville, WI 53080 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumern of the benefits of switching to and 
buyng digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if swtching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcasq flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice i t  into a home 
movie; send an emal  clip of my child's football game to a &stant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexlble, and excitin& what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, 1 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Kevin Dixon 
8155 HazelwoodDr. 
Findlay, OH 45840 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcetlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrhlng to  volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flsg" technology for dlgtal televlslon As e 
consumer and CRIzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy rmuld be bad for Innomtlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of ON 

A robust, competith'e market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto features d DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neeeaaarlly refled what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalny 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recekers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor dwlces that llmit my rlghts i t  the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal televlslon Tnank you lor your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Jeffrey Wldom 
608 York Lane 
Leesburg, VA 20175 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

tommlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps, 

I am wrklng to vclce my opposttlon to m y  FtCmandnted adoptlon of "broadcast Tlag" technology for dlgttnl telwlslon As B 
canourner and cklren, I feel strongly that such a polley vinuld be bad for Innovatton, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmete 
adoptlan of D N  

A robust competRbe market for consumer electronlea must be rooted In manufacturers' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlar to veto features of DTV-receptlan equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can cnab Thlr wlll rerult In produrn that don't necerrarlly reflect what conrumem llke me 
actually want, and R could rerult In me belng charged more money for lnhrlor functlonalRy 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less Ilkely to maka an Investment In DTV-capable recebm 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology Tor dlgttsl talwlrlon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Ketth Menard 
15110 Newport Ave 
Omaha, NE 68116 
USA 



&Fink 
600 Margarita Avenue 
Coronado, CA 92 1 18 

Comssioner Michael I. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Conlnllssioner Ahchael J. Copps: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of elecronics and computer products. I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadma flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither III my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me ftom watchmg dgital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restnct niy 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing kom room-to-room and place-teplace. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or a a h  or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and fiiends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot h l y  receive digital television. how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo. ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using mexpenslve, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digtal television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipmnt? A prettier 
picture IS  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current cons- electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the. digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Alan Fink 

1 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael 3 .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televlslon. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transitlon 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable, 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new dlgltal equipment? A prettier 7V 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Allen Brooks 
204 Westhaven Drive 
Austin, TX 78746 
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October 11, 2003 

Comnussioner Ihchael J. Copps 
Federal Commumcabons Commisnon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Warhngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnhng to voice my opporlhon to my FCC-mandated ndophon of "broadcast fla$ technology for digtnl 
televlsion. As a consumer and ahzm, I feel strongly that ruch a pohcyvould be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
rights, and the ulamate adopbon of DTV. 

A robust, compeuhve market for consumer electrorucs must be rooted m manufacturers' ablLty to wovate  for 
their customers. Allowng movie studios to veto featurer of DTV-recephon equpment d l  enable the stud100 to 
tell technolo,pts what new products they can create. T h i s  d rssult m products that don't necessmly reflect 
what consumers like me actudly want, and it could result m me bang charged more money for infenor 
funchondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less kkely to mdce an investment rn DTV-capnble 
receivers and other equrprnent. I d not pay more for devices that h t  m y  u & t s  at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcirt flag technology for d~g~tal telmsion. Thank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Seth Buckley 
5226 Little Sandy Dnve 
Raleigh, NC 27616 
USA 



October 17. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communkatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wmhlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I em wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCGrnandated ndoptlon ol "broadcast flag" technology for dlgbl  televlslon As n 
consumer and cnken, 1 Yeel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovalon. consumer rlghts. and the uldmnte 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust compettflve market for consumer electronlcs mu* be rooted In manufacturers' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customm Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsb 
what new products they can create Thlr wlll result In products that don't necrararlly retlect What coneumero I l k  me 
actually want. and It could result In me belng charged more money (or Inferlor functlonallty 

IT the FCC Issues a broadcast nag mandate I would aaually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-cnpable recehrern 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more (or devlcea that llmk my rlghts at the behest ol Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology (or dlghl televlslon Thank you (or your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

matthew stecker 
801 Wlckfleld Road 
Wynnewood, PA 19096 
USA 



Joseph Sanders 
4455 200th Lane NE! 
Wyoming, MN 55092 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicatlons Commission 
445 12th street. Nw 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Comnussion to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the. way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag IS neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me &om watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television--for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing &om rmm-to-rcn~m and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train. or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and frlends. 

Furthermore, if computers m o t  h l y  receive digtal television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovauve devices l i  TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were btult to open standards using inexpensive, off-theshelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what conlpelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citlzen and viewer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

I currently have a tc-tuner card inmy PC and enjoy w a t c b i n g / r a w  programs that I can then share 
replays of with the rest of my family. Please do not allow such entertaining activities to become unavailable as 
the country moves to digtal broadcasting. 

Thank You 

Sincerely, 

Joseph Sanders 

1 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Cornmlsslon 
445 12th Street NW 
Washlngton, D t 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to m y  FCCmandated ndoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology ror dlgllpl televlslon pw a 
consumer and cnlzen. I feel strongly that Such a polley w u l d  be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghk. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust competkke mark t  for consumer eleetronkr must be rooted In manuhCturers' abllny to Innovate tor thelr 
customers Allowlng rnovle studloi (0 veto hatures el DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlab 
wnat new products they can create Thls wlll result In p r o d u h  that don't necmrarlly reflect what consumem Ilk me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor funetlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay mom fer devlces that llrnk my rlghtn I t  the behaat of Hollwnod Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgltal televlslon Thank you tor your tlma 

sincerely, 

Benjarnln Grlmm 
17380 Flreslde Lane 
Farmlngton, MN 55024 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communicatlons Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

This will result in products 

Andrew Lattis 
16516 Taunton Vale Rd 
Louisville. KY 40245 
USA 



October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlono Commlsslon 
445 12th street NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

My name Is WII Rlsenhoover, I work lo* haun a week at a regular Job. enpy wntchlng N a n d  I am wrltlng to wlce my 
opposttlon to any FCGmandsted adopllon ot "broadcast flag" technology tor dlghl televlslan As a consumer and cnlzen. I 
feel strongly that such a pollcy could promote cenrorshlp snd would b@ bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghk, and the 
ultlmate adopllon of D N  

A robust, competkke market for consumer electronlei must be rooted In manuhcturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers, not torclng consumen to conform nn arbttrary scheme that dllutei thelrfreedom to choose and freeze out 
advancement Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the dudlos to Ell 
technologists what new products they can create Thl i  WIII result in produetr that don't necesiarlly reflect what conrumen 
llke me actually want, end H could result In me belng charged mora money for Inferlor functlonalQ 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelYm 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcastfla0 technology for dlgltal tdwlslon 

Thank you lor your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Wllllam Rlsenhower 
9312 Halter Court 
Bakersfbld, CA 93307 
USA 



October 17. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to Voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Scott Bruce 
2422 Ridge Rd 
Berkeley. CA 94709 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J ,  Copps 
Federal Communicahons C o m s s i o n  
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnbng to voice my oppositton to any FCC-mandated dophon of "broadcast flng" technology for dipd 
telensron. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for innovatton, consumer 
nghts, and the ultunate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve marlvt for consumer electronrcr must be rooted m manufacturers' ablLty to movate for 
their customers. Allowmg mome studios to veto features of DTV-recephon equpment d l  enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This unll result m products that don't necessady reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and It could result m me b a g  chvged more money for mfenor 
funcbonality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would acctudy be less likely to make an investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d l  not pay more for dences that kmit my rights a t  the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telension. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Nathan Machula 
912 21st Ave S Apt 216 
Mmnenpolis, MN 55404 
USA 


